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1 Introduction 


The general framework of perturbation theory consists in the construction of the chronological 
products such that Bogoliubov axioms are verified n, 0, 0; for every set of Wick monomials 
Wi(xi ),..., W n (x n ) acting in some Fock space hi one associates the operator-valued distribu¬ 
tions T Wl ’-’ w »(xi ,..., x n ) called chronological products; it will be convenient to use another 
notation: T(Wi(x i),..., W n (x n )). The construction of the chronological products can be done 
recursively according to Epstein-Glaser prescription [5] , [6] (which reduces the induction proce¬ 
dure to a distribution splitting of some distributions with causal support) or according to Stora 
prescription [9] (which reduces the renormalization procedure to the process of extension of 
distributions). These products are not uniquely defined but there are some natural limitation 
on the arbitrariness. If the arbitrariness does not grow with n we have a renormalizable theory. 
An equivalent point of view uses retarded products [12] . 

Gauge theories describe particles of higher spin. Usually such theories are not renormal¬ 
izable. However, one can save renormalizablility using ghost fields. Such theories are defined 
in a Fock space hi with indefinite metric, generated by physical and un-physical fields (called 
ghost fields ) . One selects the physical states assuming the existence of an operator Q called 
gauge charge which verifies Q 2 = 0 and such that the physical Hilbert space is by definition 
Ffphys = Ker(Q) / IrrfiQ). The space hi is endowed with a grading (usually called ghost number ) 
and by construction the gauge charge is raising the ghost number of a state. Moreover, the 
space of Wick monomials in hi is also endowed with a grading which follows by assigning a 
ghost number to every one of the free fields generating hi. The graded commutator dq of the 
gauge charge with any operator A of fixed ghost number 

d Q A = [Q,A) (1.1) 

is raising the ghost number by a unit. It means that dQ is a co-chain operator in the space of 
Wick polynomials. From now on [*, •] denotes the graded commutator. 

A gauge theory assumes also that there exists a Wick polynomial of null ghost number T(x) 
called the interaction Lagrangian such that 

[Q, T] = id^T* (1.2) 

for some other Wick polynomials TA This relation means that the expression T leaves invariant 
the physical states, at least in the adiabatic limit. Indeed, if this is true we have: 

T(f) hiphys C H phys (1-3) 

up to terms which can be made as small as desired (making the test function / flatter and 
flatter). In all known models one finds out that there exists a chain of Wick polynomials 
T>\ T /Jjy , T^ p , ... such that: 

[Q, T] = id[Q, T M ] = id v T [Q, T^] = id p T^ p ,.. . (1.4) 

It so happens that for all these models the expressions T ,IU , T pup ,... are completely antisym¬ 
metric in all indexes; it follows that the chain of relation stops at the step 4 (if we work in 
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four dimensions). We can also use a compact notation T 1 where / is a collection of induces 
/ = [14 ,..., iy p ] (p = 0 , 1 ,...,) and the brackets emphasize the complete antisymmetry in these 
induces. All these polynomials have the same canonical dimension 

uiT 1 ) = V/ (1.5) 

and because the ghost number of T = T® is supposed null, then we also have: 

ghiT 1 ) = \I \. (1.6) 

One can write compactly the relations (jl ,4j) as follows: 

dqT 1 = i dfjT 1 ^. (1.7) 

For concrete models the equations (ll.4|) can stop earlier: for instance in the Yang-Mills case 
we have T pvp = 0 and in the case of gravity T lwpa = 0. 

Now we can construct the chronological products 

...,x n ) = T(T h (x t ),... ,T In {x n )) (1.8) 

according to the recursive procedure. We say that the theory is gauge invariant in all orders of 
the perturbation theory if the following set of identities generalizing 01.71) : 

d Q T h . =ify~l)“^T h ..(1.9) 

are true for all n G N and all I n . Here we have defined 

/-i 

si = E14-- (110) 

j=l 

In particular, the case A = ... = I n = 0 it is sufficient for the gauge invariance of the scattering 
matrix, at least in the adiabatic limit: we have the same argument as for relation 01.3p . 

Such identities can be usually broken by anomalies i.e. expressions of the type A Il ’ - ,In which 
are quasi-local and might appear in the right-hand side of the relation (II.9ft . In a previous 
paper we have emphasized the cohomological structure of this problem [8]. We consider a 
cochain to be an ensemble of distribution-valued operators of the form C h: '" ,In (xi ...., x n ), n = 
1, 2, • ■ • (usually we impose some supplementary symmetry properties) and define the derivative 
operator 5 according to 


We can prove that 


(SC) 1 ' .'» = £(-!)“ C'>.1“. 


( 1 . 11 ) 


( 1 . 12 ) 
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Next we define 


s = d,Q — id, 


s — d,Q id 


(1.13) 



(1.14) 


sC = 0 


(1.15) 


and a relative coboundary an expression C of the form 


C = sB. 


(1.16) 


The relation is simply the cocycle condition 


sT = 0. 


(1.17) 


Gauge theories have been intensively studied in another formalism based on functional in¬ 
tegrations and Green functions. There is no proof of the equivalence between the functional 
formalism and the causal formalism which we use here. A supplementary problem in the func¬ 
tional formalism is that the Green functions are affected by infra-red divergences; an adiabatic 
limit must be performed and, as it can be seen from the paper of Epstein and Glaser, this limit 
is not easy to perform. 

So, for the moment, it is safer to consider the causal formalism is not equivalent to the func¬ 
tional formalism and study gauge theories in an independent way. In particular, the problem 
of anomalies produced by loop contributions is very interesting. In the functional formalism it 
is asserted that such anomalies do exist and the basic example is the famous axial anomaly. 
We will prove in this paper that in the causal formalism the loop contributions, up to the 
third order of the perturbation theory, do not produce anomalies! The basic idea is to isolate 
some typical numerical distributions with causal support appearing in the loop contributions 
in the second and the third order of the perturbation theory; then we prove that some identi¬ 
ties verified by these distributions can be causally split without anomalies. This idea is in the 
spirit of the master Ward identity considered in the literature [2], [1], but the actual proof of 
our identities seems to be considerably different. In the next Section we will give a minimal 
account of the gauge theories in the causal approach. Then in Section [3] and 0] we prove that 
the loop contributions do not produce anomalies in the second and respectively the third order 
of the perturbation theory. Finally, in Section [5] we prove that the a nnulm ent of the axial 
anomaly follows from the condition that the chronological products should be coboundaries up 
to super-renormalizable terms. 
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2 General Gauge Theories 

We give here the essential ingredients of perturbation theory. Suppose that the Wick mono¬ 
mials W\ ,..., W n are self-adjoint: Wj = Wj , \/j = 1 ,..., n. The chronological products 
T(IFj (ah), ..., W n (x n )) n = 1, 2,... are verifying the following set of axioms: 

• Skew-symmetry in all arguments !Tj (xi),..., W n (x n ) : 

T(..., Wife), W i+l (x i+ ,), ...,) = (-1 .., W i+1 (z m ), W,(x,), ...) (2.1) 

where /* is the number of Fermi fields appearing in the Wick monomial W t . 

• Poincare invariance: we have a natural action of the Poincare group in the space of Wick 
monomials and we impose that for all (a, A) e inSL(2 , C) we have: 


U aA T{W 1 {x 1 ),..., W n {x n ))U~X = T(A ■ Wi(A ■ Xl + a ),..., A ■ W n (A ■ x n + a)); ( 2 . 2 ) 

Sometimes it is possible to supplement this axiom by other invariance properties: space 
and/or time inversion, charge conjugation invariance, global symmetry invariance with 
respect to some internal symmetry group, supersymmetry, etc. 

• Causality: if x t > x J} Vi < k, j > k + 1 then we have: 

f (Wi(®i), • • •, W n (x n )) = T(W 1 (x 1 ),..., W k (x k )) T(W k+1 (x k+1 ),..., W n (x n ))- (2.3) 

• Unitarity: We dehne the anti-chronological products according to 

(-irnw 1 (x 1 ),...,w n (x n )) = f2(- i r E e qa) 

r=l h,...,I r ePart({l,...,n}) 

where the we have used the notation: 

T { n S T(W„ K),.... (2.5) 

and the sign e counts the permutations of the Fermi factors. Then the unitarity axiom is: 

T(Wi(xi),..., W n (x n )) = T(Wi(xi),..., W n (x n )) f . (2.6) 

• The “initial condition” 

T{W{x )) = W(x). (2.7) 

It can be proved that this system of axioms can be supplemented with 

T(Wi(xi ),..., W n (x n )) 

= J2 < ..., W^(®„))n > : W'{{x i),..., W"(x n ) : ( 2 . 8 ) 
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where W[ and W" are Wick submonomials of IT, such that W, =: W'W" : and appropriate 
signs should be included if Fermi fields are present; here Q is the vacuum state. This is called 
the Wick expansion property. 

We can also include in the induction hypothesis a limitation on the order of singularity 
of the vacuum averages of the chronological products associated to arbitrary Wick monomials 
Wi,, W n ; explicitly: 


u(< Q, T Wl ’-’ Wn {X)n >) < ^cu(W) - 4 (n - 1) (2.9) 

i=i 

where by oj(d) we mean the order of singularity of the (numerical) distribution d and by uj(W) 
we mean the canonical dimension of the Wick monomial W ; in particular this means that we 
have 

T(W 1 (x 1 ),..., W n {x n )) = •■•.*») Wgfa, ...,x n ) (2.10) 

where W g are Wick polynomials of fixed canonical dimension and t g are distributions in n — 1 
variables (because of translation invariance) with the order of singularity bounded by the power 
counting theorem [5] : 

u(t g ) + u(W g ) < ^uiWj) -A{n- 1) (2.11) 

JMt 

and the sum over g is essentially a sum over Feynman graphs. The contributions verifying the 
strict inequality above i.e. with the strict inequality < sign, will be called super-renormalizable 
as in [H] - 

Up to now, we have defined the chronological products only for self-adjoint Wick monomials 
W i,..., W n but we can extend the definition for arbitrary Wick polynomials by linearity. 

One can modify the chronological products without destroying the basic property of causal¬ 
ity iff one can make 

t g —>■ t g + P g (d)S(xi — ) * ■ - 8{x— x n ) (2.12) 

with P g a monomials in the partial derivatives. If we want to preserve (I2.1ip we impose the 
restriction 

deg(P g ) +u{W g ) < J>(W,) -4(n-l) (2.13) 

3 —1 

and some other restrictions are following from Lorentz covariance and unitarity. 

From now on we consider that we work in the four-dimensional Minkowski space and we 
have the Wick polynomials T 1 such that the descent equations (jl.7p are true and we also have 

T'fyq) T j (x 2 ) = (-l)lhUI T j (x 2 ) V % t ~x 2 (2.14) 

i.e. for xi — x 2 space-like these expressions causally commute in the graded sense. The chrono¬ 
logical products T Iu " ,In (xi, ..., x n ) are constructed according to the prescription fll.8p from 
the Introduction and they form a cohomological object. 
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3 Second Order Causal Distributions 

In second and third order we have some typical distributions. We remind the fact that the 
Pauli-Villars distribution is defined by 

D m (x) = D£\x) + D^~\x) (3.1) 

where 

d £ } P)~ J dpe ip x O(±p 0 )S(p 2 - m 2 ) (3.2) 

such that 

D^~\x) - -D^(-x). (3.3) 

This distribution has causal support. In fact, it can be causally split (uniquely) into an 
advanced and a retarded part: 

D = £> adv - £> ret (3.4) 

and then we can define the Feynman propagator and antipropagator 

D f = h ret + h (+) , D F = L> (+) - £> adv . (3.5) 

All these distributions have singularity order cu(D) — —2. 

For one-loop contributions in the second order we need the basic distributions 

= lpS +) (*) D f 2 + \x) - D^(-x) C< + A)l (3.6) 

where Dj = D rn which also with causal support. This expression is linear in D\ and D 2 . We 
will also use the notation 

di2 = d^ lL)2 (3.7) 

and when no confusion about the distributions Dj = D mj can appear, we skip all indexes 
altogether. The causal split 

d l2 = (3.8) 

is not unique because uj(di 2 ) = 0 so we make the redefinitions 

d aM re t) ^ d adv(ret) ^ + q ( 3 . 9 ) 

without affecting the support properties and the order of singularity. The corresponding Feyn¬ 
man propagators can be defined as above. 

We have associated distributions 

D^do 1 ,D 2 = D 2 dD 1 ,D 2 = do 1 ,d»D 2 , (3.10) 

etc. The operators V 1 - are not true derivatives: they commute but they do not satisfy Leibniz 
rule. We note that 

■^d = V^d + V F d (3.11) 

and we ask if we can make the distribution splitting in such a way that we preserve this identity. 
Indeed we have an elementary result: 
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Theorem 3.1 The causal splitting can be done in such a way that the previous identity is 
preserved i.e. 

JL d adv(ret) = ^U^adviret) + ^pU^adv (rtt> (3.12) 

so 

d F = (V»d) F + ( V$d) F (3.13) 

Proof: The usual argument of the causal splitting gives us 

d d a dv (r e t) = , v u d ydv(ret) + (p/' ( /)«<te(re*) + pNQ)8(x _ y \ ( 3 . 14 ) 

ox ^ 

where P 1 ' are polynomials in the partial derivatives of maximal degree deg(P 11 ) < 1. Now we 
make the redefinitions 

(V»d) adv{ret) {V^d) adv ^ ret) + Q , -(d)8 (3.15) 

with Q'j polynomials in the partial derivatives of maximal degree deg(Qj ) < 1 without affecting 
the order of singularity of the distributions and the support properties. In this way we produce 
a redefinition of the polynomials P 1 ' 

pU^pU + QU + QU ( 3 . 16 ) 

so if we take convenient polynomials Q ,J - we can make P ,J = 0. ■ 

Now we go further and observe that we have 

= V^TPi + V%V"d (3.17) 

and we also can split causally this relation. The proof is less elementary. 

Theorem 3.2 The causal splitting can be done in such a way that the previous identity is 
preserved i.e. 

JL(p''d) adv{ret) = (pWd) adv{ret) + (3.18) 

8Xn 3 3 3 

so 8 

-^-{V'tdf = {V^Vtd) F + (V%V v j d) F . (3.19) 

Proof: As above, the causal splitting gives 

A_(p»d) adv{ret) = (V^Vtd) adv ^ ret) + [V^V u j d) adv{ret ' ) + Pj"(d)6 (3.20) 

with P- Il/ polynomials in the partial derivatives of maximal degree deg(P- lL/ ) < 2 and Lorentz 
covariant. We make the redefinition 

(Vffid) adv ( ret) ->• (VfV%d) adv(ret) + Q%(d)5 (3.21) 
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with Q p k polynomials in the partial derivatives of degree deg(Q p k ) < 2 and Lorentz covariant; 
we do not affect the order of singularity and the support properties. It is clear that we must 
have the symmetry property: 

Q% = Qkl P' 22 ) 

This redefinitions induces a redefinition of the “anomaly” P namely: 

Ff ->■ Pf + Q% + Q%. 

In this case we need the generic forms 

pf'id) = ajinr + bpf'n + 

and 

Q%(d) = A jk PdT + B jk rT □ + 

where the symmetry property imposes 

A jk = A kj , B jk = B kj , C jk = C kj . 

The redefinition above is then 

a,j —>■ a,j + Aij + A 2 j bj —y bj + B\j + B 2 j Cj —> Cj + Oij + Cg? (3.27) 

and it is easy to see that if we take convenient matrices A,B,C we can make the null vectors 
a, b , c i.e. we eliminate the “anomaly” P. ■ 

Finally we have the identity 

-^-Vp p k d = Vpp p d + Vpp p d (3.28) 

and we also can split causally this relation. 

Theorem 3.3 The causal splitting can be done in such a way that the previous identity is 
preserved i.e. 

-^-(Vp p d) a,lv ^ = ( x> p Vp p d) ad/u ^ + (p p TPV p d)^^ (3.29) 

so we also have 

^-pp p d) F = (Vpp p df + {Vpp p d) F (3.30) 

Proof: As above we have after causal splitting 

= ppp p k d ) adv{ret > A (Vpp p d) adv{ret) + P p k p (d)5 (3.31) 


(3.23) 

(3.24) 

(3.25) 

(3.26) 
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where P^ k p polynomials in the partial derivatives of maximal degree deg(P p k p ) < 3, Lorentz 
covariant and with the symmetry property 

P% p = P^ v . (3.32) 


We make the redefinition 

(V p V u k V p d) adv{ret) -> (V p VlV p d) adv(ret ' } + Q!ffl(d)6 (3.33) 

with Q p ‘ k f polynomials in the partial derivatives of degree deg(Qj k p ) < 3, Lorentz covariant 
and with the symmetry property: 


Q7 = Q7 = Q7- ( 3 - 34 ) 

We do not affect the order of singularity and the support properties. This redefinitions induces 
a redefinition of the “anomaly” P namely: 

P 7^ p 7 + Q7k+Qw- ( 3 - 35 ) 

However in this case the redefinition seems not to work i.e. we cannot put to zero the 
anomaly. Indeed if we write the generic form 

P7(d) = a jk doff'd*+ b jk g pv d p n + b kj rf p d v n + c jk +d jk r, pv d p + d kj rf p d l ' + e ]k rf p d p 

(3.36) 

with the matrices a, c, e symmetric, and a similar form for Q p k p then by the process of redefi¬ 
nition, we can make null all the expressions except cn, c 22 , eu, e 22 . 

The key is to consider the expression 

(3.37) 

which is obvious symmetric in g v and express it using the preceding proposition and formula 

(ESP : 

f ) 2 

dx dx ( V k d ) adv{ret) = (P^ViP p k d) adv{ret] + (V p V(V p d) adv{ret) + P? k p {d)8 

+(V p V u 2 V p k d) ad d ret) + (V p V v 2 V p k d) ad d ret ^ + P% k p (d)8 (3.38) 

In this way we obtain the restriction 

P7 + P7 = ^»- (3-39) 

If we impose this symmetry property we find out that in fact Cn = c 22 = e u = e 22 = 0 so we 
have succeeded to make P p k p = 0 and this finishes the proof. ■ 

Now we can use the preceding results to prove: 


9 




Theorem 3.4 In the Yang-Mills case the one-loop contributions cannot produce anomalies in 
the second order perturbation theory. 


Proof: The one-loop contribution to the causal commutators D T ’ J (x,y) — [T I (x),T J (y)] are 
sums of contributions of the type 


d f H n W(x,y), l D2 W(x,y), V^d^ D2 W(x,y) 

(3.40) 

where W are Wick monomials. These expressions come with various numerical coefficients t 
(which are in fact Lorentz tensors). This follows from the limitations of the Yang-Mills model: 
we have at most a derivative in the interaction Lagrangian, so we have at most two derivatives 
V on d. The gauge invariance (11.7p gives immediately 

d Q D 3 ’ J = i^-D 1 ' 1 ' 1 + (—1)1 A 9 D hJ^ 
y dx» y ’ dy» 

(3.41) 

and in particular for the one-loop contribution 


^ r)h J _ j 9 Tjin,J , ( iWI 9 

Q W ~ dx» W ’ dy» W ' 

(3.42) 

If we substitute in this relation the expression of the one-loop contributions as a sum of expres¬ 
sions of the type (I3.40p with various numerical coefficients, then we will obtain some identities 
between the coefficients t modulo the identities (13.111). (13.171). (13.2(81). These identities are 
worked out in detail in the literature ([in] and refs, cited there). So if we can causally split 
these relations without anomalies we will obtain from the preceding relation 

( j,.A 1 ' J j 9 1 / i dij 9 aI,Ju 

dQ+ y v dr A 0) 

a _ a 9 , / i \\i\ 9 nUu 

d Q R (i) - l g^ R W +C- 1 )' 

(3.43) 

so finally 

A T 1 ’ 3 — j d rplll, j , / 1\|J| 9 

dQl (i) - l dx /(D + <• L i dy u\ i) 

(3.44) 


i.e. gauge invariance for the one-loop contributions. But we just have proved in the preceding 
three theorems that such a causal splitting can be done. ■ 


Remark 3.5 If we consider gravity, then we must extend the list { ~3JfDf up to four derivatives 
V and we must investigate accordingly if the causal splitting is possible without anomalies. 

We can reduce the two loop contributions case to the one-loop case if we observe that the 
corresponding distributions can be obtained if in d V2 = d Dl .o 2 we replace D 2 —> d 23 = d d 2 i d 2 - 
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4 Third Order Causal Distributions 

For the triangle one-loop contributions in the third order we need the relevant distributions 
with causal support. First, we take D } — D mj ,j = 1, 2, 3 and define 

d D!,D,,D,(z, y,z) = D 3 (x - y)[Dff\z - x)D { +\y - z) - D { f\z - x)D[~\ y - z)] 

+D[(y - z)[D^\x - y)D?\z - x) - D^\x - y)D { ~\z - x)] 

+Of (z - - z)D { *\x -y)- D[ + \y - z)d£\x - j/)] (4.1) 

which also with causal support; indeed we have the alternative forms 

,J 'S,n,.D,( x < y, z) = -Df(x - yilD'f ’tz - x)D , * > (y - z) - D^\z - x)D[~\y - z)\ 
+Df w {y - z)[D l '-\x - y)D { +\z - x) - D { +\x - y)D { ~\z - x)\ 
+Df‘(z - aOpFfo - z)D^\x -y)- D ( *\y - z)D^(x - y)] (4.2) 

and 

*) = -£>!*(* - y)[D { z\z - x)D ( +\y - z) - D f *\z - x)D[~\y - z)) 
+Df(y - *)[0b>(® - y)D?\z -x)- Di + \x - y)D ( f\z - x)} 
•&D?(z - x){D[~\y - z)D^\x -y)- 4 + Hv ~ z)D f 3 ~\x - y)] (4.3) 

from which it follows that dg d 2 d 3 ( x - V-.z) is null outside the causal cone {(x,y,z)\x — z e 
V + , y — z e V + } U {(x,y, z)\x — z e V~, y — z e V~}. These distributions have the singularity 
order c^dg^^J = -2. 

As in the previous Section we use the alternative notation 

di23 = dg i£ , 2j£) 3 (4.4) 

and when there is no ambiguity about the distributions Dj we simply denote d = di 2 3 - There 
are some associated distributions obtained from d DljD2jD3 (x, y, z) applying derivatives on the 
factors Dj = D m .,j = 1, 2, 3. For instance we denote 

D l a dD 1 ,D 2 ,D 3 = do n D u IhJh 
'Dad Dl ,D2,D 3 = dlJuO a D 2 Jh 

d Dl , D 2,D 3 = d DljD2t d a D 3 , (4.5) 

and so on for more derivatives d a distributed in an arbitrary way on the factors Dj = D m . , j = 
1,2,3. We mention the fact that the operators D J a , j = 1,2,3 are commutative but they are 
not derivation operators: they do not verify Leibniz rule. It will be convenient to denote 

JCj = V*V ja , j = 1,2,3. 


We note the formulas 


(4.6) 






As in the preceding Section we investigate if such formulas can be causally split. For the 
preceding formulas this is trivial 

Theorem 4.1 The preceding formulas can be causally split without anomalies i.e. 

_^_ d adv{ret) = ^ d ydv(ret) _ (p^adv{ret) 
d d adv(ret) _ d ydv(ret) _ (J)^ d ydv{ret) 

JL d adv(ret) _ (£>£ d ydv{ret) _ ^ d ydv(ret)_ ( 4 . 8 ) 


Proof: By causal splitting, we can obtain an anomaly of the type P(d)8(x,y, z) with P a 
polynomial in the partial derivatives and 

S{x, y, z) = S(x - y) 5(y - z) 8(z - x) (4.9) 


and such an anomaly has the order of singularity equal to the degree of the polynomial P. But 
both sides of the formulas (I4.7f) have order of singularity u — — 1 so the anomaly must be null. 

■ 

As in the preceding Section, we go further and consider the identities 

-^—vu = vfvy - V%V"d 

ox^ J J J 

= VfV v ,d - VfV"d 

dyn 

= vpytd - vfv'd (4.io) 


and prove 

Theorem 4.2 The preceding formulas can be causally split without anomalies i.e. 


— {V l 'd) adviret) = (V%V v j d) adv{ - ret) - (VfV v j d) adv{:ret) 
JL(p”d) advire ® = (ptfr>"d) adv{ret) - (V l *Vjd) adv(ret] 
-J?-(V"d) adv{ret ) = ipfv u 3 d) adv(ret) - (v^d) adv{ret) . 


These relations remain invariant with respect to the redefinition 

(vp" t d) ad * ret) -> (V‘ir k d)° d * ra 'i + b tr s. 


(4.11) 


(4.12) 
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Proof: The causal splitting applied to the relations (I4.10p leads to 


_ ^ V v d ydv{ret) _ d ydv(ret) + ^ £ 

JL( V » d ) adv( ret) _ {V » V » d) adv{rei) _ (p^ d )^ret) + ^ ^ g 

-^L(V"d) adv{ret] = ( V%V"d) adv{ret) - (V^d) adv(ret) + C 3j rT S (4.13) 

where Cj k is a constant matrix. Now we consider the expressions 


d 2 


dx^dy^ 


dyiidz v 


d adv(ret) 


dxndz t 


d adv(ret) 


(4.14) 


and write them in two possible ways using the preceding formulas and the preceding theorem. 
We obtain the consistency relations: 


Cll — C13 — c 2 3 — c 22 

c 22 — C 2 1 = C31 — C33 

C 33 — C3 2 =: Ci 2 — Cll- (4-15) 

From here we can express the diagonal elements of the matrix c jk in terms of the non-diagonal 
elements: ^ 

C 11 — 2^° 12 4" C 13 + C 23 + c 32 — C 2 1 — C31) (4.16) 

and two more by circular permutations. Now we make the redefinitions 

(Vp v k d) ad < ret) (V^V u k d) adv( - ret) + b jk rf v 5 (4.17) 

with bjk a symmetric matrix without affection the support properties and the order of singu¬ 
larity. As a result we have 

c\j —> Cij — b 3j + b 2 j 
C r 2j —> c 2 j — b\,j + b 3 j 

c 3 j -t C 3j - b 2 j + b 3 j. (4-18) 

If we take convenient bj k we can make null the non-diagonal elements of the matrix Cj k and 
then if we use the consistency relations we get that the diagonal elements Cjj are null too. ■ 
The next step is considerably more complicated. We start from the identities 

App id = ©pp£d - v^vid 

—WVii = WKM - Vi:W"Did 
1 1 1 J * 3 ’ 1 

= ViVp'd -ViVpid (4.19) 

and prove 
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Theorem 4.3 The preceding relations can be causally split in such a way that we have 

-^—{V''V p k d) adv{ - ret) = {V p V v j V p k d) adv ^ ret) - (V p V^V p d) adv( ^ ret) + 

-^-{V v j V p k d) adv ^ = (VfV't 

JL[V u j V p d) adv{ret '> = {V p VfV p k d) adAret) - {V p V v j V p k d) adv ^ ret ' ) + A p " p (4.20) 

where the anomalies have the structure 
2 

A Tki = Y aP ikiW V d r + d r + h vp d p ) s (4.21) 

P =i 

with the constants a p kl symmetric ink •<->■ l. Moreover, we can take non-null only the constants 

a lll — a 222 = a 333 — a 123 = a 213 = a 312 = (4.22) 

The preceding relations are invariant to the redefinitions 

2 

{V p V v k V p d) adv{ret) -> {V p V v k V p d) adv{ret) + AP ^ V d p + rf p d v p + rf p dp S. (4.23) 
p=i 


V P d )adv(ret) _ (p^ V P^adv(ret) + jyvp 


Proof: The causal splitting of the relations (14.191) leads to 

-Y(p- V p k d) ad <ret) = (pV V " V P kd ydv{ret) _ + P^ p (d)S 

-Y( V ^x> p k d) ad < ret ) = (V p V l 'V p k d) adv{ret) - {V p V'V p d) adAret) + P^ p (d)S 

Y^v p k d) adv(ret) = (V p V v j V p d) adAret ^ - {V p Vp p d) adAret) + P^ k p (d)S (4.24) 

where Ph k p are polynomials in the partial derivatives of degree deg (PP k > ) < 1, Lorentz covariant 
and with the symmetry property 

p$? = p%- ( 4 - 25 ) 

It is clear that we must consider only the partial derivatives d p and df because of the identity 
(df + d£ + d£) S = 0. (4.26) 

As before, we consider the expressions 

(« 7 > 
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and write them in two possible ways using the preceding formulas and the preceding theorem. 
We obtain the consistency relations: 


pl'vp _ pP p P _ pvpp _ pvpp 


ppvp _ ppvp _ pvpp _ pvpp 
r 22 k r 21 k ~ i 31 k r 33k 
ppvp _ ppvp _ pvpp _ pvpp 
r 33k r 32k ~ r l2k r llk ' 


( 4 . 28 ) 


Now we consider the expressions 

d 2 


dx^dx,; 


{V p k d) advi - ret \ 


dljpdy, 


(K d T 


dz u dz, 


■(W 


( 4 . 29 ) 


compute them using the the preceding formulas and the preceding theorem and use the sym¬ 
metry in fi -H- v. We obtain new consistency relations: 


p uk - p uk 

p S- p S = P^v 

p S~ p S = V-»v- ( 4 . 30 ) 


We can make the redefinitions 


{V p V u k V p d) adv ^ {V p V u k V p d) adv ^ + Qju(d) 6 ( 4 . 31 ) 

with Qj k f polynomials in the partial derivatives of degree deg(Q p k p ) < 1, Lorentz covariant 
and with the symmetry property 


Q$t = Q$ = Q$k' ( 4 - 32 ) 

In this way we do not disturb the order of the singularity and the causal support properties. 
This redefinitions change the anomalies according to 


ppup _ n pup , n pvp 

^ r ljk v 3jk ( °&2jk 

+ Pfi. p -Q%£ + Q%£ 
> p ,7~QS + c 


V2jk 


V\jk ■ 


( 4 . 33 ) 


One can use these redefinitions to make null some of the the anomalies: 


pP-vp _ pP-vp _ 


_ pp p p _ pp pp _ pp pp _ pp p p _ n 
- 1 — r 3ii — 1 ^ oio — u 


and we are left with some redefinition freedom 


n^p — nt lI/ p — ni lv P 

h/211 — V 311 — hail 

n p.up _ n p,vp _ n pvp 

Vl 22 — V 322 _ V 222 

n pup _ n pup _ n pvp 

Vl 33 — V 233 — V 333 

nP v P — dp u p — nP v P 
V 213 — V 113 — bun 


( 4 . 34 ) 


( 4 . 35 ) 
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which we will use later. Let us consider the generic form 


ps =£ wr a ?+<%r % + 4 s ap (4.36) 

p= i 

and use the consistency relations 

P?£ = »^v, P^ = »^v (4.37) 


which follows from the first relation f!4.30p for k = 2, 3 if we take into account (14.341) also. Then 
we obtain that 



a\ = a p 2 = a p 

(4.38) 

so we have the generic form 

2 

p^p = j2 aP A r 

(4.39) 

where 



A^ vp = 

- rf w d p + pf p d v p + rf p d p . 

(4.40) 

In the same way we obtain 




PS = X> K" 

(4.41) 

and 

2 



PS = x> K p - 

(4.42) 

The remaining consistency relations 

can be used to determine the rest of the anomalies. We 

obtain 

¥• = (? 

(4.43) 

and 




ps= ps=ps =5 £ y + 26P ) 

p=i 

2 

ps"=£ y A r 

p =i 

ps= ps = 'E br A r- 

p =i 

PS = PS = \Y,(cf-V) Ap- 

p =1 

j X>" - ( 4 - 44 ) 

p=i 
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Now we still can make a redefinition verifying (I4.35P to make 


and this gives 


P112 = 0 


aP = W. 

We obtain the relations from the statement. ■ 

Now we show that in fact the anomaly from the preceding theorem is null. 

Theorem 4.4 The causal splitting can be done in such a way that 


(4.45) 

(4.46) 


= 0 . ( 4 . 47 ) 

Proof: We consider in the first relation from the statement of the previous theorem j = k = 1 
and contract with y vp . The result is 

■J^r(lC l d 123 ) adv ( ret) = {V^]C 1 d) adv ^ - (V%1C 1 d) adv ( re V + Vvp ( 4 . 48 ) 

But it easy to prove that 

JC x d 123 (x, y,z) — 2 5(y — z) d 23 (x - y) - m\ d 123 {x , y, z) 

V%K, x d l23 (x, y,z) = 2 8(y-z) V%d 23 [x -y)-m\ V%d X23 (x, y, z) 

V%lC x d 123 (x, y, z) = -2 8(y- z) V%d 23 (x - y) - m\ V%d X23 (x, y, z) ( 4 . 49 ) 


so the preceding relation becomes 

2 S(V~Z) ^C™(x,y,z) = 

2 6(y - z) (x-y)- m\ (VSd 123 )^«( x , y, z) 

4*2 5{y — z) (VSd 23 )^^(x-y) + mf (I>£<im)“ M ''*‘ , fo V, Aftftx, y, z). (4.50) 

Now we use the preceding theorem and are left with 

i(v - *) [g^<C (r0i> (z - y) - - y )~ (V»d 23 y*M( x - „)j = 

^ p A^(x,y,z). (4.51) 


But from theorem 13.11 we have 


= (P 2 % 3 ) a<Mret) + ( V%d 23 ) adv ^ 


and so we are left with 


V up ( x ,V,z) = o. 


(4.52) 

(4.53) 
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If we insert the explicit form of the anomaly from the preceding theorem then we get a p 

A jkt = °- 


The next (and final) step is to investigate the causal splitting of the relations 

JLv'v'Wd = vpppfd - vpppfd 
f-Dpp"d = Vpppjd - Vpp'Vfd 

JLvpzvfd = vpppfd - vppp;d. 

The result is 


Theorem 4.5 The causal splitting can be done in such a way that 

-^-{V u J V p k V < ld) adv(ret] = (V%V , 'V p V?d) adv(ret) - {V!^V u j V p k V^d) adv ^ ret) + P^ p l a {d)S 

-^-(vp p vfd) ,uiv ^ et) = (: v p v"v p k D?d) adv{ret ' ) - {v p v u j v p v?d) adv{ret) + P^ff{d)S 

^{V 1 'V p V”d) a,ilirel) = {V^V u j V p Vfd) adv{ret) - {V p V v j V p k Vfd) adAret) + P p - p fi {d)S 
where we can take non-null only the anomalies 


pfdl/pa __ r^ppvpfj 


p m ia = P ,ll ' p(J i / = 1 , 2 , 3 , 

ppupa _ ppvpa _ ppvpa _ _ ppvpa 
■* 1122 — -* 2233 — -*3311 — r j 

ppvpa ppvpa ppupcr ppi/per 

-* 2211 — -* 3322 — -* 1133 — r i 

ppvptj _ ry p upa _ Q pjxvpa ppupa _ _q ppvpa 

-*1311 — -*2122 — i -* 3233 “ > 

ppupa _ ppupa _ ppvpa 
-*9931 — .3319 — 1 1 


Here we have the generic form 

2 2 

p^(d) = a{pq} A M pa (d ).+( bipq} d p- d <i + c ) A ^ pa 
p,q =i p,9=i 

where 


A^ pr7 (d) = rf p dfdf + rf d;d p + rf p dfd* + rf a d p 8 p + rf v d p df + rf a d p d v q 

and 

A pvpcr _ ^pa + ^p ^a + ^up 

The causal splitting is preserved by the redefinitions: 

(V p V"V p V?d) adAret) {V p V u j V p k Vfd) adv{ret) + Q pup(T (d)S 
where the polynomial Q pupa has the same structure as P pvpa . 


= 0 so 

(4.54) 

(4.55) 

(4.56) 

( 4 . 57 ) 

( 4 . 58 ) 

( 4 . 59 ) 

(4.60) 

(4.61) 
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Proof: The idea of the proof is the same as in the previous theorem, only the computations 
are more difficult. The result of the causal splitting is given by the relations from the statement 
with the polynomials P^f 7 , Lorentz covariant and constrained by the symmetry properties: 


and the restriction deg(P-^f T ) < 2. Now we have as above the consistency relations: 


(4.62) 


ppvpcr _ ppispa _ pvppcr _ pvppcr 


r 22kl r 21 kl ~ r Zlkl 

-nlAvpfj _ ■plJ'Vpv _ jDVfJ’pv _ r>vppv 
r Z9M ~ r ‘\9M -*11 kl 


ptxvpa _ ppvpo _ 4 . 

r 2lkl r 23kl ~ r ^ U 

ppvpa _ ppupa _ 

r 32kl r 3\kl — P ^ 


(4.63) 


We can make the redefinitions 

{V p V u j V p k V^d) adv ^ -4 [V p V v plV°d) adv{rei *%Q p ^ prJ (d) 5 (4.64) 

with Qij k ° polynomials in the partial derivatives of degree deg(Q("^ CT ) < 2, Lorentz covariant 
and with the symmetry property 

Q§T = ctff = QS 7 = Qm p - ( 4 - 65 ) 

In this way we do not disturb the order of the singularity and the causal support properties. 
This redefinitions change the anomalies according to 

ppvpa ppvp _ p, pvpv , ppvpa 
r ljkl r ljkl ^iZjkl "T" jkl 

ppvpa ppvpo _ pipvpv 

r 2jkl r 2jkl Vl jkl “t" V3 jkl 

PSh - Qiw + Qijki • (4-66) 

One can use these redefinitions to make null some of the the anomalies: 

ppvpa _ ppupa _ ppupa _ ppupa _ ppvpa _ ppvpa _ o 
-'1222 — -' 1333 — -'2111 — r 2333 ~ - r 3111 — - r 3222 — u 
ppvpc _ ppvpcr _ ppvpa _ n 
^1323 — ^2133 — *3211 ~ u 

ppvpa _ ppupa _ pin>po _ n (a 

-'1112 — -' 2223 — ^3331 — u 

and we are left with some redefinition freedom 

Pipvpa _ p-)twpa _ p-)pvpa 

V2111 — V3111 “ Villi 

p\pupa _ p.pisp<j _ pipvpa 

Vl222 — V3222 — V2222 

n p,vp<T _ n pvpa _ n pvp(T 

V1333 — V2333 — V 3,33,3 

p\p,vpa _ ppivpa p>pvp<r _ ppivpo p)pvpa _ p\pvpcs 

V3322 — V2222 i Vll33 — V3333 S V2211 — Villi i 

p,pvp(j _ p\pvpo pfP^prr _ p\pvpa sW-vpa _ pvp<? (a /-o', 

V3112 — Villi j W1223 — V2222 > V2331 — V3333 v' l - uo J 
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which we will use later. 

Proceeding as at the previous theorem we can use the consistency equations to obtain the 
generic forms 

2 2 

P 1233 = A p7 a + a 2 q A>lVP ° d P' d 1 + °3 A>lUP<7 

p,q= i p,q =i 

2 2 

^ l/; q A'^ pa + A,wpa d P • d q + 63 

IMP*! P,9=l 

2 2 

Pftaf = cf A M Pa ApVpa d P ■ d q + c 3 Alwpa (4-69) 

p,q =1 p,q =1 

where we use the notations from the statement and the matrices a? q , If/ 1 c pq , 7 = 1,2 are 

3 1 3 j ± _ 

symmetric. If we use the rest of the consistency equations and the redefinitions (I4.68P we can 
make by — cy — 0 and we finally end with expressions from the statement. ■ 

As before we show that in fact the anomaly from the preceding theorem is null. 

Theorem 4.6 The causal splitting can be done in such a way that 

P,%r = 0. (4.70) 

Proof: We consider in the first relation from the statement of the previous theorem j — 3, k — 
l = 1 and contract with rj pa . The result is 

- {V»VlK, l d) adAret) - (V p V^lC x d) adArei) + rjp a P P Z a - (4-71) 

But it easy to prove that 

VsKddu^x, y,z) = 2 5(y - z) T>%d 23 (x - y) - m\ V^d^x, y, z) 
V^V^d^x, y , z) = -2 S(y - z) V^d 23 (x -y)-m\ V%T>1 d X23 {m, y, z) 
V p V"]Cid 123 (x, y,z) = 2 8{y - z) V%V"d 23 (x -y)-m\ V%V"d X23 (x, y, z) (4.72) 

so the preceding relation becomes 

2 S(y-z)-^- ( V"d 2 3 ) adv{ret) ( x-y)-m\ A ( V"di 2 3 ) adv{ret) (x, y, z) 

2 5(y - z ) (V p V"d 23 ) adv(ret) (x-y)- m\ (Wua)^” 0 (.T V ,*) 

+2 8(y-z) (V^d 2 3 ) aMret) (x-y)+mi (V%V"d 123 ) ad < ret \x,y, z) 

dV P «PZZ(x,y,z). (4.73) 

Now from theorem 13.11 we have 

dhmd2 3 )° dv(ra> = (VSPSd2s) adi,(ret> + (VSPSd2s)“‘" (re,> (4.74) 
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(4.75) 


so if we use the preceding theorem also we are left with 

V P a Pwn{x,y,z) = 0 . 


If we insert the explicit form of the anomaly from the preceding theorem then we get 


p,T = o. 


(4.76) 


Now we can use the preceding results to prove: 

Theorem 4.7 We consider as before the Yang-Mills case. Then the one-loop triangle contri¬ 
butions do not produce anomalies in the third order perturbation theory. 

Proof: The one-loop triangle contribution to the causal commutators D I,J,K are sums of 
contributions of the type 



where W are Wick monomials. These expressions come with various numerical coefficients t 
(which are in fact Lorentz tensors). This follows from the limitations of the Yang-Mills model: 
we have at most a derivative in the interaction Lagrangian, so we have at most three derivatives 
V on d. The gauge invariance fj 1. 7j) gives immediately 


dnD 1 ’^ = i—D^’ J ’ K + (-l)ld + (-1)1 i\+\J\JL D i, j ,k* 

v dx<* dy» dz^ 


(4.78) 


and in particular for the one-loop triangle contribution 



(4.79) 


If we substitute in this relation the expression of the one-loop contributions as a sum of expres¬ 
sions of the type (j4.77j) with various numerical coefficients, then we will obtain some identities 
between the coefficients t modulo the identities (14.71) . (14.1011 . (j4.19j) and (14.551) . So if we can 
causally split these relation without anomalies we will obtain from the preceding relation 



(4.80) 


so finally 



i.e. gauge invariance for the one-loop triangle contributions. But we just have proved in the 
preceding theorems that such a causal splitting can be done. ■ 

Remark 4.8 If we consider gravity, then we must extend the list \3.f0\) up to six derivatives 
V and we must investigate accordingly if the causal splitting is possible without anomalies. 

We can cover the two loop contributions if we observe that the corresponding distributions can 
be obtained if in di 23 = du 1 ,n. 2 .n 3 we replace D 3 -4 d 34 = do 3 ,D 4 - ■ 
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In the third order of perturbation theory other causal distributions can appear. These causal 
distributions are associated to the one-particle reducible graphs. 

d$y iD2 {x,y,z) = D((x-y)D 2 (z-x) - D x {x - y)D%(z - x) 

+D[- ) (x - y)Di + \z -x)- D[ + \x - y)D ( 2 -\z - x)} 
d ?h,D 2 ( x i V: z ) ' -Df(x-y)D 2 (y-z)+D l (x-y)D^(y-z) 

+D[ + \x - y)D { ~\y - z) - d{~\x - y)D { +\y - ^ 
d Dl,D 2 ( x ’ Vi z ) = D i( z ~ x )D 2 (y -z)-D l {z- x)D%(y - z) 

+D[- } (z - x)D[ +) (y — z) — D S +) (z - x)D ( f ) (y - z)] (4.82) 

The causal support properties follow from the alternative formulas 

dol^x, y, z) = D r f(x - y)D T 2 e \z - x) - Df v (x - y)Df v (z - x) 

<4U(*. V, z) = Df(y - x)D?{z - y) - D^(y - x)D^(z - y) 

V, z ) = D T\ Z ~ X ) D T{V ~ z )~ Df v (z - x)Df v (y - z ). (4.83) 


The order of singularity of these distributions is again u = — 2. We can define associated 
distributions as before if we replace Di 4 3 a hi, etc. 


- d (1) 

— U D 1 ,d a D 2 i 

7)3/) _ A 1 ) 

u a a D u D 2 ~ a d a D 1 ,D 2 i 


~ d {2) 

~ U D 1 ,d cx D 2 i 

p3i 2 ) _ A 2 ) 

u a a D 1 ,D 2 ~ Uj d a D 1 ,D 2 i 


-d (3) 

— a D 1 ,d a D 2 i 

£>2 >(3) - A^ 

u a a Di,D 2 ~ a d a D 1 ,D 2 - 

(4.84) 


As before we have 

AA d a) = (I ,3 _ 2,^1), 2L rf ® = -vim = 2 >y > 

ox a oy a oz a 

-^-d (2) - VlS- 2 \ ~S 2) = (l£ - V 3 a )dM = -V l a d® 

dx a dy a dz a 

^-d (3) = -V 2 a d^ 3 \ t^ ( 3) - -^-d (3) - {V 2 a - V 1 ^. (4.85) 

ox a oy a oz a 


Again we must investigate if relations of this type can be causally split. But this is obvious if 
we take the causal split to be 


y’ z ) = D T\ x - y) D T{ z - a ), 
d DuD 2 ( x ^ y-. z ) = D T(y - x )dT( z - y), 
dn } S 2 { x i y, z ) = D T( z - x ) D T(y - z). 


d< bl%{ x , y > z) = Df v (x - y)Df v (z - x) 
d { nl%(x, y, z) = Dfiy - x)D?'(z - y) 
dg£(*, y, z) = Df v (z - x)D^(y - z) (4.86) 


and similar relations for the associated distributions Da , etc. 

In the functional formalism it is asserted that the axial anomaly follows from gauge invari¬ 
ance. We have proved that in the causal formalism this is not true. In the next Section we will 
offer an alternative explanation for the existence of the axial anomaly. 
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5 Super-Renormalizability and the Axial Anomaly 

We have advocated in previous papers that one should impose the condition that the chrono¬ 
logical products are in coboundaries up to super-renormalizable terms. We will show here that 
the axial anomaly must be null if we impose this condition. It can be proved that the odd-part 
of the causal commutators is given by 

riff^{x,y,z) = ^ Tr( 757 / V 7 ,T 7 I/ 7 Q 7 P ) V la V 2 pV 3a d{x, y, z) A abc u a (x) u b (y ) u c (z) 

-|-super — renormalizable terms 
V- z) = ^ Tr( 7 5 7 ^ 7 CT 7 I/ 7 Q 7 P ) V la V 2f3 V 3a d(x,y,z) A abc u a (x) u b {y ) v cp (z ) 

-|-super — renormalizable terms 
d "Sa \ x ,y, z ) = ~\ Tr( 757 ^ 7 I/ 7 CT 7 P 7 a 7 /i ) V la V 2 pV 3a d(x,y,z) A abc v au (x ) v bp (y) u c (z) 

+super — renormalizable terms 
^odd (x,y,z) - i Tr( 7 5 7 / 3 7 ^ 7 <T 7 I/ 7 a 7 P ) V la V 2/3 V 3a d{x,y,z) A abc v ap {x) v b „(y) v cp (z ) 

+super — renormalizable terms (5.1) 

Here d = do,D,D where D = D 0 and 

^abc = ^2 eTr({t e a ,t e b }t e c ) (5.2) 

is a symmetric tensor build from the representation t e a appearing in the interaction Lagrangian 

< 3a, (5.3) 

between the Yang-Mills fields v p and the current 

3a, = Y1 ^ 0 ( 5 ‘ 4 ) 

associated to the Dirac fields v h = (\pA)A=i,...,iv which are describing the matter; here y e = 
\{I + e 75 ), e = ± select the two chiralities. 

We need an explicit expression for the trace Tr ( 757 ^ 7 /i 7 °' 7 ^ 7 Q: 7 p ). From Lorentz invariance, 
it must be a sum of expressions of the type rf 1 ' e pCTQi9 ; there are 15 combinations of this type 
but not all of them are linear independent because of the identity 

v au e ,uap _ e P,ap + £ / 3 ,ap _ ( 3,up + ^p ( 3,ua = q . ( 5 . 5 ) 

indeed the expression is completely antisymmetric in the five indexes (3, a, p so it must be 
null. We take the generic form 

7>(757 / V7 <T 7 I '7 a 7 P ) = 

ai r,r e p<ra/3 + a 2 r f p e* ffaf} + a 3 1 f* e paa/3 + a 4 r f a e vp ^ + a 5 rf p e vpa0L 
+a 6 rf a e paafl + a 7 rf p e pp(Tp + a 8 rf* e^ + a 9 rf p e pma + a 10 i) afi e pI/pa (5.6) 
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because the other 5 possibilities can be eliminated due to the identity (15 .5 p . Now we observe 
that 

Tr( 757 / 3 7 M 7 <T 7 i/ 7 a 7 P ) + p -H> /3 = 2rTr{ 757 ° 7 i ' 7 Q! 7 p ) — 8 p^ e CTI/ap (5.7) 

and this leads to 


07 — Oi, 09 — 02 ; 010 — 04 , 05 — —4. (5.8) 

We have three more identities of this type if we symmetrise in v a, a O p, p /3 and we 
obtain in the end 


02 — 03 — — 06 — 06 — 08 — Og — Oio — 4 

Oi = a 5 = 07 = —4. (5.9) 

It is easy to see that the expression so obtained is invariant with respect to the permutations 
p —y v —y p —y p, f3 —y <7 —y 01 —y f3. (5.10) 

Also it is antisymmetric with respect to the change 

p -B> is, a -B> /3. (5-11) 

It is also antisymmetric with respect to the change 

is -H- p, /3 *-y a (5-12) 

but only if we use the identity (j5.5[) . However, we can rewrite the trace in an equivalent form 
namely 

Tr(757 /3 7 P 7°7 1 '7 Q 7 P ) = 


3 

4 
+ 3 


^paa/3 _|_ ^pp ^vp ) 


_|_H (^q Va _ JjHrH g't'v'* _ £***'*“" _ •q 1 


pa pi>P<J _ per vpfia _ 


e ppvP _|_ e vppa\ 

e pvaa^ 


(5.13) 

(5.14) 


and one can check that all three contributions are antisymmetric with respect to 
p -H- is, a -H- f3 

and 

is *-y p, f3 *-y a. (5.15) 

If we use this antysymmetry property in (15. ip then we obtain that the expression y, z) 

changes the sign if we make the transformations 

x y, p -f -y is, 77 1 — y — D 2 7^2 —^ —77i 7^3 — y —7^3 (5.16) 


and 

y ■fT- z, is +-y p, 7?i — y — T)\ 77 2 — y — 7^3 77 3 — y — 7^2 (5.17) 

and one can prove that this true also from some abstract arguments presented in [ 8 ] . Now we 
prove 
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Theorem 5.1 The expression Dis a coboundary if and only if 


A abc = 0. (5.18) 

Proof: We consider an arbitrary cochain cochain B IJK and impose 

D odd (x, y, z) = ( d Q + iS)B (5.19) 

In particular we must have in top ghost number 

D^(x : y : z) = dnB^P^i ( A S [HMlf^ + 

\ox a oy a az c ) 

d q B^^ + i = o. (5.20) 

The generic form of the cochains is 

5MMN(f. y, z ) — b^^ a \x,y, z) u a {x) u b (y) u c (z ) 

fi WW V. y, z ) = b *bc &5 H[H0 (x, y, z) u a {x) u b (y ) u c (z) (5.21) 

where we impose symmetry conditions 

B^^ pa \x,y,z) = -B^^ a \y,x,z) 

B wh V, y, z) - /T^N 0 (y, x , z) (5.22) 


and this leads to the following possible combinations: 

&f 1[l/1W (b y, z) = 7 t v ^ + V 2a V 3fs )d(x, y, z) 

b [ f M{fi *\x, y, z) = « e uaa P V la V 3 p + rf p e ^ V 2a V 3 p )d{x, y,z)-p^a 
& 3 MMM (*, y, *) = (?T P la P 3/3 + 2> 2a 2> 3/3 )d(o;, y,z)-p^o 

bf mM (x, y, z) = ( e vpca V p V 3a + e w<ra V v 2 V 3a )d{x, y, z) 
4" lHW (b y, *) = (e vptJa V p V 3a + e^“ V\v 3n )d{x„ y, z) 

6 MH [ H ^ y z) = V o V ^ _ e ^ P a V - V . in ) d ^ y^)-p^a 

bf^\x, y , z) — [e pvpa X >[00 aV 3 — e pupa T> 2a T>f)d(x, y, z) — p •H- cr 
y, z) = {e vpaa V la V p + e ppaa V 2a V")d{x, y, z) 
b [ £ mpa \x, y, z) = ( e pp ™ V la V" + e vpca V 2a V p )d(x, y, z) 
l® WtH (s, y, A - (£>i V 3 -V 2 - V 3 )d(x, y, z) 

8g WW (®, y, ^) - (?T 2 ^ 2/3 - ^ V la V 2 p)d(x, y,z)-p^a 

b [ fl M[H (x, y, z) = (e^ a T>fT> 2a + e w<ra V la V")d{x, y, z) 
4 1NW (x, y, z) = (e w<ra P^D 2a + e vpaa V la V p )d{x , y, z) 
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p(T \(x, 2 ) = (e^“ T>°T> 2a — d J,vpa V la V 2 )d(x, y,z) — p -B- a 

b» ] W(x,y,z) = (e^“ V p V la + e pp ™ V"V 2a )d(x, y,z) 

6 MHH ( X; y? = ( 6 hp™ + V%v 2a )d(x, y, z) 

bffl v ^\x, y, z ) = {e p ‘ vpa V^V la - e pvpa P 2 P 2a )d( 2 ;, y,z) - p ^ a 
b\f ][p(T] (x, y, z) = (e^ a V p V 3a + e pp ™ V"V 3a )d(x, y, z) 

6g HW (i, y , z) - (/Ci - /C 2 )d(a;, y, z) (5.23) 


&i HM0 (x, y, z) = ( 7 ^ 6^ - 77 ^ 6^) (Pi a P 3/3 + V 2a V 3 p)d(x, y,z)-p^a 
b^ ][pa] \x, y, z) = ((e^“ P p P 3a + (e pp " a P 2 ct P 3q - p <j)]d{x , y, 2 ) 

&f 1[ H0 (x, y, z) - [(e^ a P£P 3a - P ^ ») + (e^ a PfPga - P ^ y, z) 

&f IWI («, y, z) = [(e^ CTQ P la P^ -/iOi/) + (e^ P 2a P£ - p <* a)\d{x , y, z) 

f 1W ®(^, y, Z) = [(e^ a P ia P£ - p o 7/) + (e^ P 2q P 3 ct - pf) <7)]d(x, y, 2 ) 

6 6 MM0 (:r, y, 0 ) = (Pi V 3 -V 2 - V 3 )d(x, y, z) 
6jr ]H0 (®, V, z) = [(e* /pTO P^P 2a - p, <-> u} + (e Wi/a Pi a P£-pH <r)]d(a;, y, z) 
6| H[H0 (ar, y, z) = [(e v/XTa Pi q P£ - pt f> y) + (e wra P^P 2a - p HH <r)]d(x, y, z) 

V, *) = ^P Xa - p O if) + (e^ Q P 2 CT P 2a - p HH (r)]d(x, y, z) 

*ftr 1H0 (x, 3/, *) - [(e MI/pa ^r^ia - P <* a) + (e p ^ a V p V 2a -p<r> u)]d(x, y, z) 

fr 1[H0 (x, y, z) = l(^ p<m ^3« - P ^ *) + (e ppi/a ^3a - P +* ff)]d(x, y, z) 

^Hbo-]0( x ^^) _ 6 m^p« (^ 1 _ JC 2 )d(x,y,z). (5.24) 


We consider the first relation (15.20ft and we obtain 10 independent combinations in the 
u a {x) 'Ub(y) u c (z) sector. For instance the coefficient of 

(y pu + i lp ( vaap + 77 ^ e M<Ta/3 ) V la V 2 pV 3(J d (5.25) 

gives the identity 

2i 

oi + a 2 + a 3 = —A (5.26) 

and the coefficient of 

e pvpa (Pi CT /Ci + V 2a 1C 2 + V 3a IC 3 )d (5.27) 

gives 

Ol7 + Oig = 0. (5.28) 

Here we have used the simplified notation a^ bc —> a v A abc —> A. 

The second equation (15.20ft is more difficult to analyze because of the identity (15.51) . We 
consider as before the sector u a (x ) u b (y) u c (z ) and have three cases: 
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1) The coefficients of VjVjVj , j = 1, 2, 3 We have three independent combinations 


and they produce the equations 


e pvpa VjJCjd, j =1,2,3 


^18 + &10 + &12 — 0 
Oi6 + Oig = 0 
&11 = 0. 

2) The coefficients of 

X? up = f ,lva ' V ja V ip Vfd, X pvp = e ,lvap V la V j ■ V,d, 
X pvp = Vja ]c l d 1 X pvp = e vpa P V ja VipD p d -n^v 

for j ^ l. Because of 05.51) we have the identities of the type 
X pvp = -X^ p + X pvp - X pup 
so we have only 6x3 relations of this type 

— Gq — 03 + ay + ag + ais — b 7 — bg = 0 
a 3 - a 5 -a 7 - o 10 + a 18 = 0 
03 — 07 + Og + b 7 + b $ = 0 

O4 + O3 + 04 + 06 + O15 + O17 — bg — bio = 0 
— O3 — 06 — Og — O10 + Oi6 — Oi7 + bg + &40 = 0 
— 03 + 05 — 06 — O17 — Oig + &40 + 612 = 0 

— Oi — 02 — 07 + 09 + bi — &2 — b 3 — bg — b\o = 0 

—02 + 04 — 07 — O10 + b \ — 62 + b § + ^6 — ^g — &10 = 0 

02 + 07 + Os — bi T &2 + &3 T bg — &12 = 0 

— 016 + Oi7 + b \ + 64 + 65 + 26n = 0 
O15 + O17 + b \ — b 3 + 64 — bo + 2644 = 0 
O47 + 04g + 64 + 64 + 65 + bu = 0 

— O44 + O42 + O44 + bg + bio = 0 
—O44 — 043 + 044 + bio + bi 2 = 0 


(5.29) 

(5.30) 

(5.31) 

(5.32) 

(5.33) 

(5.34) 

(5.35) 

(5.36) 

(5.37) 
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(5.38) 


ai6 — a 17 + b \ + 64 + 65 = 0 
—015 — 017 + — 62 + &5 + ^6 = 0 

—017 — a ±9 + b \ + 64 + 65 = 0 

where we skip a relation which appears twice. 

3) The coefficients of 

Y( wp = V{V 2 a V 3 [} d, Y pup = V la V p V w d, Y pup = V la V 2 ( 3 V p d, 

Yf p = e ttupa V la V 2 ■ V 3 d, Y p ' vp = 'D 2 a T > 1 ■ V 3 d, Y pvp = e^“ P 3 q P x • P 2 d, 

= e WQ/9 V"V 2 a V 3f3 d -n+>v, Yr p = e ppa[i V la V"V 3f3 d - /i u, 

Yg Vp = e ppa P V la V 2 pDl d - n <-> v, Y pi/p = rf p Y a0a V la V w V 3a d - fi <-> v. (5.39) 

Because of (j5.5j) we have identities 


_ y^ up _)_ yP*'/ 9 _ y^p 
Y pu P _ Y p,l ' p -\- Y pvp — Y pup 
Y pvp = Y pup + Y pvp — Y pvp 
Y P q P = —Y pvp + y 2 ^P — y^ 


we have only 6 relations in this sector 


01 + 02 + 03 — an + (Z12 + 014 + &i — b 2 — 63 — b’j — bs — 0 

a 3 — a 5 + a 6 — Oil — °13 + a 14 + bi + 64 + &5 = 0 

a 2 - a 4 - a 6 - b 3 - b 5 - b 6 - b 7 - b 8 = 0 
— a 2 — a § — a 7 — 010 + on — 014 — b \ — 64 — 65 + 67 + &8 = 0 

02 T 07 + Os — On — 013 + O14 + 61 — b 2 — b 3 — b 7 — b 8 = 0 


(5.40) 


(5.41) 


where we have skipped a relation which appears previously. 

Now it is not very hard to obtain from the previous equations together with (I5.28P that 

Oi T 02 T 03 = 0 (5-42) 

so the equation f|5.26p gives A abc = 0 i.e. the axial anomaly is null. ■ 
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6 Conclusions 


We have proved that the loop contributions to the chronological products do not produce 
anomalies, at least for the second and third order of the perturbation theory. The key point 
was to prove that some identities involving distributions with causal support can be causally 
split without anomalies. We conjecture that the same is true in arbitrary order i.e. the loop 
contributions do not produce anomalies. Then the problem of analyzing the anomalies of gauge 
models is reduced to the tree sector; this can be done using the methods of [7]. 

From our result it follows that the axial anomaly cannot appear from pure gauge invari¬ 
ance consideration. To make it null we have to impose a stronger condition, namely that the 
chronological products are coboundaries, up to super-renormalizable terms. 
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